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A Time to Gather Stones Together: 

Thoughts on the Season from your Black Flag Editors 


A self-described Trotskyist I 
used to know gave me some 
good advice when I was 
lamenting that at the time 
(much like now) there was no 
large-scale movement in this 
country to resist the litany of 
abuses heaped on the world by 
the illegitimate authority of 
money and power: no 

equivalent to Paris ’68, Anti- 
globalization 2000, the 
American labor movement in 
the ‘30s, the anarchist 
movements in 1 9th-century 
Spain and Russia, and so on 
(Occupy 2011 probably 

belongs in this list, but it hadn't 
happened yet). 

His response was thoughtful 
and to the point. “Comrade,” 
he said (for we saw each other, 
anarchist and state communist, 
as comrades against 
capitalism), “sometimes there 
are mass movements we can 
get involved in, sometimes, if 
we’re lucky and we work hard, 
we can even help to spark 
those movements. But often 


there’s nothing going on, and 
it seems impossible to 
organize anything. At those 
times, it can be a good idea to 
just read, improve your own 
theoretical perspective, study 
with other like-minded 
comrades, or whatever. The 
time you spend sharpening 
your knowledge and insights 
will pay off when you finally 
get the chance to put ideas into 
action. Things can't stay the 
same forever, and you’ll be 
ready when your moment 
comes.” 

While he and I disagreed on a 
lot of things, those words rang 
true for me then, and they still 
do now. It’s no secret that 
many of us anarchists share a 
penchant for casting stones, 
both literally and figuratively. 
But sometimes, as it says in 
Ecclesiastes, it’s “time to 
gather stones together,” to 
collect the bricks (rather than 
throwing them!) with which 
we’ll build a better future. 
This gathering stones can be 


taken literally or figuratively. It 
can mean acquiring training and 
equipment or planning future 
actions and raising funds. It can 
mean improving existing 
groupings or finding new 
comrades, or it can mean 
building up an inventory of 
ideas, new and old, for 
education, debate, and 
dissemination. 

Gathering stones is what we're 
doing in this Fall 2013 issue of 
Black Flag. Under our current 
socio-political system, fall 
represents for many a kind of 
anachronistic period of rebirth, 
which earlier, more agricultural, 
societies associated with spring. 
In fall, students return to the 
classroom, a new quarter of the 
fiscal year begins, new 
television programs debut, and 
new fashion lines are rolled out, 
to name a few examples. It is 
therefore a fitting time to reflect 
on where you've been, where 
you want to go, and what you 
need to do to get there. Even as 
social and political dissidents, 


Continued on Page 16 

Report-back and Analysis on the Uprisings in LA after the 
Zimmerman Verdict 


During displays of rage around 
the Zimmerman verdict, 
proponents of the dominant 
narrative made no effort to 
challenge the media and police 
agenda. 

The initial outrage of 
community members intent on 
taking streets (defying both the 
state and political managers) 
was an expression against 


Inside this issue: 


racism and hegemonic power, 
but as usual, mainstream 
organizations were intent on 
urging people to continue 
enduring structural injustice. 

This led to controlled protests 
within days, poised to be 
easily recuperated by the 
policy-making agenda of 
institutional power. This was 
accomplished with constantly 


appeasing and pacifying rhetoric 
while demanding that the people 
stay in Leimert Park or on the 
sidewalks. In other words, not 
disrupting. 

The statewide mobilization at 
Corcoran Prison on July 13th 
(the same day as the 
Zimmerman verdict), where 
political managers discouraged 
taking streets, serves as an 
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“Report-back and Analysis. . continued 

interesting contrast. We were able to 
witness the limitations and power- 
mongering of protest politics at its finest. 
Whereas the planned protest at Corcoran 
left no room for the questioning of 
tactics, the uprising after the Zimmerman 
verdict took a few days to get under the 
traditional control measures of planned 
protest. The outrage at the verdict (a legal 
example of the racism and apologist 
agenda of the state) led folks into the 
streets. It is in these ruptures that we are 
able to act, to carve out our intent (and 
hopefully, replicate and build this energy 
beyond the immediate spaces in which 
we act). 

The moderates may not have known what 
they wanted, but they were certain that 
we should be well-behaved according to 
the propriety of our oppressors. They did 
this by dictating, megaphones in hand, 
what the “appropriate” response to our 
oppression should be, colluding with 
police and media to manage the organic 
resistance of impacted youth and filtering 
our pain and rage into symbolic vigils. 
This says a lot about “protest politics.” 

By the third day following the verdict, 
mainstream news articles were coming 
out misattributing the actions of the 
previous days to “outside agitators and 
anarchists” — a narrative very familiar to 
other cities and actions when “resistance” 
becomes more than just words. By the 
fourth day, Tuesday, the Crenshaw 
district was under tactical alert (7- 
chopper perimeter, and crews of 6-8 
squad cars together combing 
neighborhood streets). The message to 
the “public” was clear — the protests are 
OVER. 



One wonders how aware these 
organizations are of their role in 
apologizing and protecting the state 
from the threat of our collective rage 
or any disobedient challenge to 
structural injustice. 

Instead of recognizing the willful acts 
of defiance — the discipline — of the 
people who took freeways and defied 
police lines to march 1 1 miles through 
the streets of Los Angeles, these 
organizations turn their heads away 
from us and choose to lend legitimacy 
to our oppressors. They are both (1) 
entitled enough to believe that they 
have the right to lead the struggle and 
to “protect” the people (management 
usually comes under the mantra of 
safekeeping as supremacy always has) 
and (2) are threatened by something 
outside of their agenda- setting, and thus 
seek to neutralize and recuperate our 
energy. From mainstream civil rights 
organizations, to groups like RCP and the 
ANSWER coalition, the channels for this 
are well established by both the political 
process and the learned passivity they 
depend on. 

The streets were taken to express our 
ongoing rage against the exposure of the 
determinant worth that people of color 
have in this society comparatively to 
whiteness (or assimilation into that 
whiteness) and the subsequent value 
system of property and profit before 
people. We were met with brutal 
retaliation from the protectors and 
beneficiaries of these systems of 
oppression; namely by the Los Angeles 
Slave Patrol, aka the LAPD, though we 
were also forced to confront homophobic/ 


hetero-sexist bigots, infiltrators, and 
others of the likeminded fascist variety. 

We hold that practice and implementation 
of resistance is not just against overt 
enemies, but their apologists (namely 
organizations that cater to institutional 
power and seek to manage our people), 
and believe that our practicing inspires us 
beyond space and energy to be replicated 
and experimented. 

To discredit the current [misjnarrative, 
we must continue to wage war on white 
het/cis male capitalist supremacy with 
our bodies and spirit of unapologetic 
resistance, not just in the streets, but in 
every space we hold. 

— From friendly co-conspirators in LA 

For the original post, and more like it, 
check out http:// 
onresistanceradio . tumblr . com/ 


Thoughts on Political Organization for Our Time: A Rejoinder to ‘Fighting for 
the Future’ 


After a five year plus process of engagement there is currently underway an effort to merge a number of the existing mostly regionally 
based class struggle Anarchist groups into a single national organization. Following up on the piece 'Fighting for the Future: The 
Necessity and Possibility of National Political Organization for Our Time ” which attempted to lay out both the arguments for as well as 
speak to the limitations that exist at the current political moment, one of the authors offers his thoughts on the current process as well as 
sentiments within the larger class struggle milieu that have come about since the publication of that piece. 


By Adam Weaver 


In the piece “Fighting for the Future: The Necessity and Possibility of National Political Organization for Our Time” that I co-authored 
with SN Nappalos we took up themes related to political organization in the current moment. The piece described political organization 
as meeting immediate and practical needs such as creating a ‘political home’, creating a space for the collective as opposed to isolated 
development of new political militants and served a role in building a common set of references and conversations among wider layers 
around theory, practices and methods of organization. In terms of broader political vision and strategy, we discussed organization as a 
method to develop a new base, cohere a clear libertarian voice within struggles, build a common set of reference points, and act as a pole 
of ideas and action. 


Continued on Page 3 


Page 2 


•• 


BL@CK FLAG 


These discussions are especially important though because 
coming out of several years of annual joint conferences, groups 
within the class struggle anarchist milieu have been undergoing a 
process of rapprochement which is close to reaching fruition of 
forming a common organization. In many ways the original 
article was designed to speak to that process as well as 
committed revolutionaries outside of the process. And in that 
same spirit I’d like to offer some follow up thoughts that have 
emerged since the writing of that article. 

An organization for our time 

One of the main points stressed in the piece was not just a 
blanket call for national 
organization, but that 
organization must 
reflect the needs and the 
political moment we 
exist in: “Political 
cohesiveness, 
development and praxis 
are not end goals 
declared that we can 
find ready made 
formulas to create, but 
rather a process that is 
built qualitatively over 
time.” What we are 
trying to do in the 
current effort of 
regroupment is not build 
the ideal organization 
rooted in the struggles of the working class and oppressed that 
we imagine, but rather we are creating an organizational project 
that can act as a vehicle to struggle towards that goal. In other 
words, we are not creating the organization we want to see today 
but clearing the path and building towards the organization we’d 
like to see tomorrow. There is a certain humility and honesty 
needed in recognizing that we don’t even know now what we are 
trying to work towards, we are building something that we’ve 
never seen or known in our lifetimes. 

As to what this means on a practical level is that we cannot 
proceed with an attitude of rushing to merge and that the 
organization we strive for will materialize simply if we declare it. 
Politically we can’t rely either on the old lines in the sand. Terms 
such as anarchist-communism, libertarian socialism, anarcho- 
syndicalism, platformism, and especifismo may represent 
distinct traditions that each bring important things to the table 
(I’d also include even some parts of libertarian Marxism), but 
more and more these terms bleed into one another and we find 
those who use these labels taking the same positions and on the 
same sides in struggles even if they use different terms to express 
their ideas. Texts such as Black Flame have been a great service 
in helping us rethink the history of class struggle anarchism more 
along these lines. Organizationally we need to create the spaces 
that allow us to have the higher level discussions that we could 
not ordinarily have and sometimes this buts up against the 
tendency to spend inordinate amounts of time on the formalities 
of process rather than the sustenance of our ideas, our debates, 
and most importantly our concrete projects and organizing 
efforts. 


You build it and then I will come 

Having made several points about the effort to create an 
organization I’d like to move to discussing sets of problems and 
attitudes that exist within in our milieu and those in the orbit but 
whom are not part of the current process. And while these stances 
may seem pointed, they are aimed not to tear down but with the 
goal of challenging those whom I see as some of the best of 
comrades and highest quality militants that I’ve come to know. 

The first I call “you build it and maybe I will come” and it is 
based on an individualistic approach to what are the collective 
political issues of organization that we face as a milieu. What I 

mean by this is that there 
are many quality comrades 
that are for one reason or 
another outside of the 
current process that is 
based on existing 
organizations. On one 
hand that is in large part 
structural but on the other 
hand there is a certain 
hedging of bets “Well, if 
everything works out and 
something good forms then 
I’ll consider joining or 
participating.” But going 
unstated is often a 
sentiment of “I’m not 
really sure if this going to 
work out so it’s better to sit 
on the sidelines and not put 

In many ways this is a mirror of the same individualism that 
permeates the larger society and which asks “why struggle 
against the powers that be in my life? It’s more likely than not 
that I will loose, so it’s better to wait and see if such and such 
demand seems likely to win.” And given the influences of 
commercialism and media that permeates our society it’s easy to 
see why this is a common starting point of many working class 
people in the US. But to hear these sentiments from those who 
call themselves committed revolutionaries is troubling. Instead 
we need ask what we can do to build what we want to see and 
engage in the work of rolling up our sleeves and building rather 
than waiting for what we want to be built to arrive on our 
proverbial doorsteps. Too many revolutionaries are plowing the 
fields of every other political efforts- those of NGOs, of 
progressive reformism, those of business unions which act as the 
mobilization arm and institutional base of the Democratic Party - 
but the time is now for those who want to see Anarchism take 
root and become an actor within the struggles of the working 
class and oppressed to begin our own project and to begin the 
work of tilling our own field. 

Building a movement for ourselves instead of for yourself 

Another issue in the same vein is framed around those of needs. 
Either the building of political organization does not fit into ones 
political needs or the question that needs to be satisfied first is 
whether this meets one’s personal political needs. Since the 
fading of the 70’ s party building Left that demanded that their 
members be “robots for the revolution” with no personal time and 

Continued on Page 7 
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Opinion: To Strike or Not to 
Strike— A Debate on the Fast Food 
Workers’ Struggle 

The following two articles represent two conflicting opinions 
regarding today ’s labor struggle of low-wage fast food and retail 
workers, and whether or not these workers can effectively employ 
strikes or walk-outs. The second piece was written in response to the 
first. — Black Flag editor. 



On the Question of the 
Fast Food Workers: 

Fast Food Workers 
Should Disrupt, Not 
Walk Out 

The fast food workers have jumped onto 
the scene, alive and well, fighting for a 
union. They have claimed that they live a 
near- starvation type of life, barely able to 
maintain their existence. For those who 
have yet to experience it, paycheck-to- 
paycheck is not living; it is merely 
existing. If you made a mistake sometime 
during the week, you might have to go a 
few days with nothing to eat. Then there 
is the class status to factor in. Most 
beings view fast food workers as stupid, 
something like Aldous Huxley's 
“epsilon” class, a class made only for the 
most menial and trivial work. 

Who hasn't complained about their jobs? 
But how many have ended those very 
same complaints with “at least I don't 
work at McDonald's”? I have worked at 
McDonald's, so of course I understand 
the outrage and hence the need to 
unionize. What I cannot understand is 
how people near starvation would think it 
wise to walk out. My four little months 
spent making fries would not have 
afforded me any time to lose— that is part 
of the oppression. Any hours they offered 
I would take, leading to less life for me as 
they would call on me whenever they 
wanted. And if I had to bump things out? 
They really didn't care. 

I doubt that any of these corporations will 
pay the workers for that day of missed 
labor, and of course the corporate bosses 
are not starving. They could close down 
for a while and be fine. But could the 
same be said for the workers? And that's 
if you’re not counting on all the other 
displaced workers who are not near 
starvation but instead actually starving. 
They would rather be in the web of the 
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fast food industry then where they 
currently find themselves. So you can 
call them scabs if you'd like, but I'll just 
call them starving to death. 

No, walking out is not a tactic that I see 
fit and/or useful in this scenario. It 
creates too many barriers between 
workers. One, it distances near 
starvation workers from the starving, as 
one will quickly step in to take their job. 
Two, it may actually be disheartening 
for workers who call on other comrades 
in their trade to walk off, if these 
comrades can’t do it. Does that mean 
give up? Does it mean that people do 
not care enough? Well, it might actually 
mean that they are not privileged 
enough. If this fight has been taken up 
because the workers in this trade barely 
make enough to live, then missing even 
a few hours would throw them in a 
downward spiral of debt, ending with 
homelessness. And, as stated, the 
corporations could wait us out. 



I then propose to the fast food workers, 
and those in solidarity with them, 
another tactic. Disrupt! Not during your 
work hours. Please, be the best worker 
they have for the hours that they have 
you, and after your shift go to the 
nearest fast food joint and disrupt the 
fuck out of them, even if it is only for an 
hour. One hour from all fast food 
workers, and from those who claim to 


be in solidarity, will create a massive 
attack. 

Capitalism as an institution functions 
with profits as its main goal/objective. So 
get your paycheck and then disrupt. 
Through the disruption we will create a 
most unfavorable environment to dine. I 
would even propose a double whammy 
and smear animal shit all around and then 
run out! Think about it, a small quiet 
“fuck you” from the beings that the 
bosses harm, and it would hurt the 
bosses’ pockets as most people will not 
dine if there is a chance of some random 
beings running in and smearing shit on 
the counters. The TV will demonize us to 
pull support away, but the headlines will 
linger in the mind of the consumers: 

“Eating at McDonald's? Disinfect you 
seats and counters! They were rubbed 
down with animal feces!” 

This is what I propose, but as always I 
will only do what the workers in this 
battle ask of me. If this is a tactic that you 
may like to try contact me: 
untilvictory@riseup .net 

Counter-Point: Fast 
Food Workers Must 
Strike if They Want 
Change 

For non-unionized low-wage workers in 
today’s retail and service industries, going 
on strike means taking a monumental risk. 
In the worst case scenario, they get fired. 
Even if they don’t get fired, they may lose 
the strike, in which case they certainly lose 
wages, and they may be denied time off, 
be given bad shifts, be given consecutive 
shifts at ridiculous times (e.g. a morning 
shift followed by a grave-yard shift), and 
may suffer any number of additional 
humiliations, harassments, and 
degradations from their bosses (although 
retaliation is nominally illegal in many 
cases, it can rarely be prevented in 
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practice). If the workers are un- 
documented, they are even more likely to 
suffer such mistreatments. 

Nevertheless, in order to win, workers 
must hit the bosses where it counts: in 
their balance sheets and pocket books. To 
win, workers must be willing to strike. 

Striking has never been easy or 
comfortable, even under the best 
circumstances. And what’s worse, there 
has been a long history of violence against 
striking workers by both governments and 
corporations. 

The Ludlow massacre of 1914 is one of 
the most infamous examples. The 
Colorado National Guard, along with 
thugs hired by the Colorado Fuel & Iron 
Company, attacked a tent colony of 1 ,200 
striking mine workers and their families, 
setting fire to tents and indiscriminately 
tiring a machine gun. Around 25 people 
were killed in that initial attack, and as 
many as 200 were killed over the course of 
the months-long strike. 

Some other notable examples of anti-union 
violence: 

—In the 1897 Lattimer massacre, nineteen 
unarmed immigrant coal miners on strike 
were killed — all shot in the back — by a 
sheriffs posse. 

—During the 1912 textile strike in 
Lawrence, Massachusetts, a cop fired his 
pistol into a crowd of strikers, killing Anna 
LoPizzo. 

-In 1917, 1.W.W. leader Frank H. Little 
was lynched in Butte, Montana for his 
union and anti-war activities. 

—In 1927, during a coal strike in Colorado, 
police and mine company guards shot dead 
six strikers in the Columbine Mine 
Massacre. 

These are just “cherries” picked from the 
mounds of workers martyred to the cause 
(for more info consult work by people like 


Howard Zinn, Staughton 
Lynd, Michael D. Yates, and 
Samuel Yellen). As dire and 
desperate as things are for fast 
food and retail workers in 
America today, they aren’t 
nearly as bad as they were for 
the brave strikers of the past 
who risked — and sometimes 
lost — everything for a better 
future. 

The same can’t be said for workers 
everywhere: Just last year in South Africa 
(August 2012), police shot dead 34 striking 
mine workers — the worst police violence in 
the country since apartheid. 

So, to reiterate, walking off the job and 
going on strike is always a serious risk and, 
if you lose, a big sacrifice. However, it’s 
one of the only effective ways to truly 
threaten the bosses of industry and the 
state — a fact proven by the violent tactics 
historically used by governments and 
corporations to break strikes. 

This leads naturally to the question of 
scabbing — other workers coming in and 
taking the jobs of striking fellow workers, 
effectively breaking the strike. Scabbing 
never has been, and never will be, an 
acceptable thing to do. If striking workers 
win, they make things better for all 
workers, both by driving wages and 
benefits up economy-wide and by setting 
an inspiring militant example to other 
workers. Scabs nullify and reverse this 
progress. Of course, dire economic 
hardship and scarce opportunities may 
make scabbing seem tempting. This is why 
striking workers take actions to prevent 
scabbing: creating un-crossable picket 
lines, occupying places of work, locking 
and barricading equipment and 
workspaces, etc. For anarchists to defend or 
excuse scabbing is completely 
unconscionable and contrary to anarchist 
thinking. The only acceptable anarchist 
answer to scabbing is to Bloc up and help 
defend striking workers from scabs, thugs, 
and police (I’m not intending to be macho 
or ableist — if you can’t actually Black 
Bloc, you can offer other forms of material 
and/or moral support). 

Finally, as regards disruption, sure, it can 
be a good tactic when coupled with an 
actual workers’ movement. Disruption 
alone, however, is just directionless anger. 
What’s the long-term goal? Scare people 
away from fast food until the bosses DO 
call in the National Guard? And how will 


targeting the corporations without also 
organizing workers lead to better working 
conditions? Won’t it just lead to police 
crackdowns? 

Finally, if you make a mess at a fast food 
joint — politically-motivated or otherwise — 
don’t the workers at that establishment 
simply have to clean it up? 

No, there’s no way around it: the strike is 
the most powerful weapon the worker 
possesses; no union will be built, and no 
conditions will get better, without it. As 
Ralph Chaplin so beautifully put it in the 
lyrics of “Solidarity Forever”: 

They have taken untold millions that they 
never toiled to earn 

But without our brain and muscle not a 
single wheel can turn. 

We can break their haughty power, gain 
our freedom when we learn 

That the union makes us strong. 

In our hands is placed a power greater 
than their hoarded gold, 

Greater than the might of armies, 
magnified a thousand-fold. 

We can bring to birth a new world from the 
ashes of the old 

For the union makes us strong. 


—Email the author of this piece at 
catullusl984@riseup.net 
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Starvation wages 
demand true living 
wages. 

By Robert Tejada 

Is it too much to ask to earn enough to be 
able to raise a family while working in the 
fastest growing industry of service? 
Apparently some seem to think so, 
for they say $ 1 5/hr is a little too 
much. Most of the rhetoric coming 
from the opposition to us, as workers 
demanding higher pay and exercising 
our right to strike, is based on a 
purely economical perspective, 
which seems to make sense from the 
myopic point of view of the business 
owners. 

Our movement intends to set an 
example as workers who are tired of 
our labor not equating with the amount of 
pay we receive from either the corporations 
or the franchise owners. People sometimes 
forget that the reason for businesses to 
franchise in the first place is to allow 
economic and regional expansions (be it 
local, state, national, or even international). 
To franchise certain parts of your business 
allows the CEO or the company owner 
to have less legal liability while creating, 
from the owner's perspective, a more 
efficient and more profitable way of 
managing different stores in different 
places. When people ask “Why are you 
attacking corporate, when franchise are 
the actual people who pay you in the 
first place?” usually they have a view of 
separateness between the company, or 
corporation, and the franchise owners. This 
is like assuming that the fingers are 
different, and completely separate from, the 
palm and the rest of the arm. The 
Franchisees pay a fraction of the money to 
the Franchisors, and pay them usually on a 
weekly and monthly basis. To the company, 
it is like having an autonomous store which 
is able to run itself without having to do 
much work directly from above; it’s simply 
another form of management. Ultimately, 
the corporation itself is the real owner of 
the entire fast food section, being Taco 
Bell, Burger King, etc. The question of the 
franchise owners making less money would 
relate if we were striking and demanding 
better pay at our store only, but in actuality, 
we want changes to the whole of the fast 
food industry. 

These strikes and marches have been 
happening since the autumn of 2012, 
starting in New York where the minimum 


wage is $7. 25/hr. This means that the 
average fast food worker, who has a 
family and bills to cover (most of us) has 
to work at least two jobs to just get by, 
and put some food on the table. People 
started to realize that a fast food job was 
easy to get, since it is low-skill, and 
therefore many in the economic recession 
were redirected to either a lower-paid job 
from their last one (from which they were 
laid off) to a fast food, low-wage job to 


survive. Then, a little later, they realized 
that a low wage job was an economic trap 
which was very difficult to get out of since 
in order to get a better job, you require 
either training or school. When you only 
have money to feed yourself, your family, 
and pay the bills (along with 
transportation), you have little to nothing 


left for you to get training, or go to school 
to study and get a better job. If you do 
pursue education or training, money 
becomes even tighter. So then, people say, 
“Why don’t you just get a better job?” The 
type of rhetoric involved in this question 
lays in the word just , and can be 
considered a hasty generalization, 
meaning that the question assumes that 
getting another job is as easy as finding a 
tastier pie to eat. Perhaps a better question 
should be, “What is keeping you from 
getting a better job?” To this, I have an 
answer which is general in a logical sense. 
It may not apply to every single 
individual, but it does in a collective 
sense. The reason why I can 7 get a job is 
merely because I don ’t earn enough to pay 
for college. To me, personally, a fast food 
job is a trap in which I find myself in a 
cyclical economic expenditure: Work, 
then get paid, pay bills, save just enough 
to survive until my next pay check. If that 
is how I find myself, as a 1 9 year old who 


wishes to do better, I can only imagine how 
somebody who is older, with more 
responsibilities, feels. 

The benefits of earning $ 1 5/hr and the right 
to unionize ourselves has greater 
implications than meets the eye, and may 
have beneficial long-term effects. First, 
when people have more money in their 
pockets, microeconomic conditions will 
improve, meaning that the monetary flow 
within the community increases. Very few 
people realize that the economic 
problems have to deal with, at their 
very basis, jobs and how money flows 
from corporations, to individuals, to 
governments, and so forth. To increase 
the monetary flow would be an 
improvement in the economic system, 
while at the same time increasing the 
standard of living. Second, having 
more money at our disposal leads us to 
saving our money, eventually forming 
a system of wealth to be used for self- 
development. We can now have a means to 
higher education — and therefore even better 
jobs in the future — without having to rely 
on financial aid as much. We will have the 
means to pay for our groceries and other 
necessities without having to rely on 
government programs, such as welfare or 
food-stamps, to help us out. We will be able 
to provide healthier and more balanced 
diets and lifestyles for our children, saving 
society money that would have been spent 
on treating lifestyle-related illnesses. We 
might even be able to start our own 
businesses, contributing even further to 
economic growth. Overall, we will be 
better participants in society as a whole. 
Finally, and most personally, we will be 
able to take our children and partners out to 
eat, or to the movies, and enjoy our days off 
without having to tell them there isn’t 
enough money for leisure. If life consists 
only of work in a low-wage job, it will 
deeply and negatively impact how we think, 
and how we socialize and raise our families. 

The benefits go towards the employers as 
well. In the long run, they will spend less 
money training new individuals, since the 
union of workers would employ a period of 
probation for potential members. This 
means that employers would rely on a 
steady line of employees who have been 
there for some time, and who make fewer 
mistakes, do the job more efficiently, and 
are used to doing the kind of job they like. 
Management would have an easier time 
managing the store when the workers are 
united, since the stores would be under the 
direct control of efficient workers who are 
being paid fairly, have health benefits, can 
pay for a car, etc. Service quality would 

Continued on Page 7 
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“Starving wages. . continued 

skyrocket. Just ask any fast food worker: “How happy would you be if you got paid 15 dollars per hour?” They would most likely enjoy it 
very much, and since feelings are highly dependent upon explicit variables, their attitude towards the job would improve. 


When our quality of life improves, we obviously improve. If we improve, the job quality improves. If the job quality improves, the business 
grows. If the businesses grow, even the people at the high levels of the corporate pyramids benefit. No business or government has been, or 
will be, successful unless the people (workers) improve their lives and have a decent standard of living from which they, as the base of the 
pyramid, can push everybody else higher. We demand higher wages to better ourselves and our families. Anybody who works full time, no 
matter what the occupation, should be able to live comfortably, especially in the wealthiest and most powerful nation in history. Ultimately, 
it is the poor who feed the rich, and it is time we demand dignity, respect, and opportunities to become something greater as a collective 
entity. History only listens to those who speak, and we, as the fast food workers, speak for those of us who are too oppressed 
psychologically, economically, and socially to even speak out for themselves. Everybody can help, by being a customer and asking 
managers to join in the movement, educating your fellow workers, spreading the word, and inspiring your fellow men and 
women to become something greater, to believe in something greater. One of the main goals of an advanced society should and 
must be to get rid of poverty. Bringing our wages up to a to a middle-class living-wage (being that the average fast food worker 
is 28 years old, i.e. NOT a teenager in high school), can lead to a lot of possibilities for everyone in the future, not just for us. We 
will be heard, and we will fight for the right to a decent standard of living. 


To get involved or to comment, contact the author at <ra_tejada01@yahoo.com> 


“Thoughts on Political. . .” continued 

solely focused on the needs of the party, there has been a healthier 
turn in the left towards personal balance and the need to see 
involvement in activity as serving a role not just for the movement 
but for those who make up the movement. But perhaps now the 
pendulum now swings too far in the other direction. 

When needs are raised as an objection I’m often taken aback. 
Speaking personally on my own involvement in political activity 
for most of my life and in efforts to build specifically anarchist 
political organization for a decade now, I 
do not see the vast majority of my 
political work as serving my own 
interests or development. Personally I 
could spend plenty of time talking with 
the usual suspects over the internet and 
feel like many of my own needs are being 
met. But that doesn’t build a movement. 

What I spent most of my political work 
doing (and by ‘political’ I mean efforts 
around my political ideology as opposed 
to mass level organizing work) is one-on- 
one meet ups and mentoring, organizing 
discussion circles around basic texts and 
videos and mundane but practical 
organizational tasks. But suffice it to say 
that almost none of that work serves my 
own immediate political needs. Rather I 
see that work as building largely other 
people and serving their political needs 
because that’s what I think helps to build 
a movement in the long term. Rather than 
seeing our work centering around our 
own needs in an individualistic fashion, we instead need to think 
collectively about how we work towards our goals, political 
organization being one aspect, and how personal needs can 
combine with movement building goals. Often what we think of as 
personal needs are usually shared by others and in reality collective 
issue. 

We can’t build it because it doesn’t exist 

Lastly I want to say that the only way to reach political 
organization is to build towards it. Again, what we build today is 
not what we seek but rather a project or vehicle to allow us to 
struggle towards what we want to create. But there is a naysaying 


voice that says our work can’t be done — the level of consciousness 
is not there, our milieu too small and scattered and politically 
undeveloped, we are destined to replicate the pitfalls of the past, 
and that the current downturn in struggles doesn’t favor our project. 
All these are true to varying degrees but none of them need to stay 
the same. 

The best example that I can give of this is the current IWW in the 
US. In the early 2000 ’s the organization was largely a collection of 
radical left activists with little to offer. 
Membership was a revolving door and most 
often workplace organizing efforts were simply 
a smaller scale copy of business union 
campaigns, just run by radical activists 
volunteering their time instead of by paid staff. 
But slow transformation occurred as several 
generations came and stuck to the IWW, 
engaged in the trials and errors of organizing, 
and congealed those lessons into a systematic 
training program that developed more 
workplace militants who moved to higher 
levels of organizing efforts. While still 
remaining small and not without weaknesses 
that have persisted, the IWW is now a force of 
sorts that was difficult to imagine possible only 
so many years ago. 

The lesson though that I’d like to draw out of 
this is to caution against drawing from 
momentary situations what is and is not 
possible in the future. We cannot stumble once 
on the road and conclude that every road in the 
future will cause us to stumble again. “Today I 
burnt my dinner in the oven and I heard my neighbor did last week, 
therefore we need to see the objective conditions of the oven as 
always being too hot and need to now only cook with the 
microwave” is easy to say. But when we commit over a period of 
time to a process and vision that we believe in then we will have 
more than great dinners coming out of our political oven. 

Reprinted from Miami Autonomy & Solidarity (MAS) blog <http:// 
miamiautonomyandsolidarity.wordpress. com/2 01 3/1 0/1 0/thoughts - 
on-political-organization-for-our-time-a-rejoinder-tofighting-for- 
the-future/> 

First Published October 10, 2013 
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A Message from Radical 
Women about Marissa 
Alexander 


Marissa Alexander is a 32-year-old black 
woman currently serving a 20-year prison 
sentence in Florida for firing a warning 
shot at her abusive estranged husband who 
was attempting to assault her. Her husband 
has subsequently admitted to having 
abused her. He had beaten her while she 
was pregnant, and as a result Marissa had 
been granted a restraining order against 
him (which he of course violated when he 
entered her house). Marissa had no prior 
criminal record and was licensed to carry 
the weapon she fired. No one was hurt in 
the incident. Before the trial, Marissa 
attempted a Stand Your Ground defense 
(the same one used by George 
Zimmerman), but this was rejected, and at 
trial she was convicted after only 12 
minutes of jury deliberation. The following 
letter by Radical Women explains some 
heartening new developments in her case, 
and points to some ways to get involved.— 
Black Flag Editor. 


Last week a Florida Appeals 
Court overturned the guilty 
verdict against Marissa 
Alexander! The appeals 
court found extreme 
errors — the instructions to 
the jury said Marissa had to 
prove beyond a reasonable 
doubt that she acted in self-defense. This is 
the exact opposite of the legal principle that 
defendants are presumed innocent until 
proven guilty by the prosecution. 

Free Marissa 

Now (https://www.facebook.com/FreeMari 
ssaNow) has launched a national campaign 
to get Florida to drop the case, dismiss all 
charges, and release Marissa now. Radical 
Women is an active part of this campaign. 

What happens next: From now until 
October 1 1 , Florida Attorney General Pam 
Bondi could ask the Appeals 
Court to change its decision. 

This is called a rehearing. If 
Bondi doesn't request a 
rehearing, the case will be 
returned to Jacksonville. 

Beginning on October 1 1, the 



ball is in State Prosecutor Angela Corey's 
court to move forward on the case or to 
drop it. This is the crucial period to get the 
case dismissed and flood Florida with 
messages to drop the case. 

Please call, write, fax or email State 
Prosecutor Angela Corey, State Attorney 
General Pam Bondi, and Florida Governor 
Rick Scott to demand that they drop the 
case. Angela Corey is the person who will 
make the decision - but Bondi and Scott 
should demand that she not pursue the 
case. 

It's time to stop this cruel and unforgivable 
vendetta against a mother of three who did 
no wrong, but defended her life by taking 
the only action she felt possible. Tell the 
state to stop using taxpayer money to 
hound and harass a domestic violence 
survivor. This innocent woman has 
already served several years. 

Please take action and start spreading the 
word! 

Angela Corey, State Attorney 
Courthouse Annex 

220 East Bay Street 
Jacksonville, FL 32202 
Phone: 904-630-2400 
Fax: 904-630-2938 
Email: sao4th@coj.net 


Office of Attorney General 
Pam Bondi 
State of Florida 
The Capitol PL-01 
Tallahassee, FL 32399-1050 
Phone: 850-414-3300 or 850-414-3990 
Fax: 850-410-1630 

Email: http://myfloridalegal.eom/contact.n 
sf/contact?Open&Section=Citizen_Service 
s 

Office of Governor Rick Scott 
State of Florida 
The Capitol 
400 S. Monroe St. 

Tallahassee, FL 32399-0001 
Phone: 850-717-9337 or 850-488-7146 
Email: rick.scott@eog.myflorida.com 



In solidarity, 

Anne Slater 

Radical Women, National 
Organizer 

For more ways to get involved, 
check out http:// 
www.radicalwomen.org/ 
FreeMarissaAlexander. shtml 


To contact LA Radical Women, call 
323-732-6416 or email 
radicalwomenla@earthlink.net 



The following piece provides an 
important, albeit indirect, analysis of 
why drug laws are completely arbitrary. 
—Black Flag editor. 


“Drugs and the Medicinal 
Chemist”: An Excerpt from 
G . L. Patrick's An 
Introduction to Medicinal 
Chemistry (1995). 


In medicinal chemistry, the chemist 
attempts to design and synthesize a 
medicine or a pharmaceutical agent which 
will benefit humanity. Such a compound 
could also be called a 'drug', but this is a 
word which many scientists dislike since 
society views the term with suspicion. 

With media headlines such as 'Drugs 
Menace', or 'Drug Addiction Sweeps City 
Streets', this is hardly surprising. However, 
it suggests that a distinction can be drawn 
between drugs which are used in medicine 
and drugs which are abused. Is this really 
true? 

Can we draw a neat line between 'good 
drugs' like penicillin and 'bad drugs' like 
heroin? If so, how do we define what is 
meant by a good or a bad drug in the first 
place? Where would we place a so-called 
social drug like cannabis in this divide? 
What about nicotine, or alcohol? 

The answers we would get would almost 
certainly depend on who we were to ask. As 
far as the law is concerned, the dividing line 
is defined in black and white. As far as the 
party-going teenager is concerned, the law 
is an ass. 

As far as we are concerned, the questions 
are irrelevant. To try and divide drugs into 

Continued on Page 14 
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Community Spotlight— Interview with 
Revolutionary Autonomous 
Communities (RAC) 

BySk 

In an effort to provide opportunities for our readers to stay up 
to date and also, hopefully, become involved with local 
community organizing efforts, we are sharing an interview that 
was recently conducted with a representative of RAC-LA. 

1. Explain what RAC is for those who may have never heard of 
the group. 

For over 5 1/2 years— in Mac Arthur Park— RAC-LA has operated a 
food program providing nutrition in the form of over 150 boxes of 
fresh fruits and vegetables to members of that community. RAC- 
LA is not, however, a charity. RAC-LA is a mutual aid 
organization in the process of developing a non-hierarchical 
revolutionary organization able to: 

- Benefit its members; 

-Achieve the trust of the community 
while providing a benefit to its 
neighborhood; 

-Grow and begin to exercise social, 
economic and political power in its 
neighborhood; 

-Provide an exportable model of a 
revolutionary organization that, with 
local adaptations, could be adopted 
anywhere (and thus the underline in 
the first RAC-LA above); 

-Make alliances and eventually 
undertake coordinated and then unified 
actions with similar organizations; 

-Through such alliances and 
unifications take control over our lives 
away from those who control them 
now, and thereby make this world a 
much better place. 

2. How did the idea of a food 
program come up, and why did that 
take precedent over other types of 
social justice issues (examples: 
education, housing, labor, etc.)? 

RAC-LA formed after the police riot 
in Mac Arthur Park, May Day 2007. Consensus was reached on 
Comrade Mauricio's proposal as a demonstration of solidarity with 
the migrant population attacked by the pigs that day. La Programa 
Comida, the RAC-LA Food Program, harkened back to the Panther 
"Free Breakfast Program for Children" that eventually led to free 
lunches at schools. The relative lack of access to fresh vegetables 
and fruits in its neighborhood lent even more credence and 
relevance to RAC -LA's efforts. 

3. What was some of the preliminary work that was done prior 
to the first day of initiating the food program? 

i. Comrades recruited, ii. Potential sources identified, iii. 
Contacts initiated, iv. Trusts gained, v. Donated foodstuffs picked 
up, triaged, and sorted into containers. 

4. What kinds of challenges came up that may have prevented, 
or are currently preventing, the food program from 
accomplishing its mission? 

Anarchism today is a learned behavior. It must be practiced, not 


merely preached. Every one of us who entered or will enter 
RAC-LA does so with PTSD symptoms from capitalism. And 
these symptoms will sometimes show and "contradictions 
among the people" arise. These are handled in a circle with the 
guiding principle being that the discussion must be focused upon 
the question of "What is right?" and have as little to do with 
"Who is right?" as much as possible (given the stage of our 
development). 

5. Are there any influences/inspirations that helped guide 
RAC towards developing the specific model of organizing 
that it espouses? 

While the Panthers’ breakfast program did provide the 
substance, the Party did not provide the essence of the model 
RAC-LA is structuring. In RAC-LA, there are no Field 
Marshals, Captains, etc. There are no titles. There is not even a 
Secretary or a Treasurer (the latter because there is no central 
unified Treasury). That's right— even control over money has 
been decentralized. Nor are there official spokespeople, as any 
and all members not only can, but also must, speak for RAC- 

6. Have the police or any other 
state apparatus attempted to 
put up obstacles that could 
jeopardize your work? 

Sure. At first all the 
time. There were glares, 
etc. And at first when the cops 
came, the people of the park 
would shrink back. Now 
we find ourselves joined by non- 
members when trouble 
threatens. Members of RAC-LA 
“copwatch” all police 
involvement within 
eyesight. There are other ways 
that the state and its bureaucrats 
attempt to put problems and 
barriers in our way but publicly 
identifying these may bring 
about problems. 

7. How has the community of 
the area responded? Have 
there been any criticisms? If 
so, how has RAC responded? 
The closest we have to a 

criticism is the lack of availability of the UCLA Labor Center— 
directly across Parkview from us. This could have been a 
tremendous asset to us as a community meeting place. We were 
able to use it once maybe 3 years ago. We paid for their security 
person to be there. We cleaned up after ourselves. We left on 
time. The reason why we don’t use it is because the center's 
Victor Narro was shown giving assistance to the police on May 
Day 2007 in our film about how RAC-LA started. (The link for 
the video preview is http ://www. youtube . com/watch? 
v=nzGkeKTU fo Y ) 

8. Please provide any additional details on how to get 
involved with the food program or anything that you feel 
may be of importance for others who may be interested. 

Any and all comrades are welcome, so long as they come with 
an open mind, a will to work and leam together, and goodness in 
their hearts. 

Every Sunday from 12 -5 PM at the SE comer of Wilshire B1 and 
Parkview (West side of the park) . LA 90057 
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William Blum On Syria 

Found at last! After searching for 10 years, the Iraqi weapons 
of mass destruction have finally been found - in Syria! 


Secretary of State John Kerry: “There is no doubt that Saddam al- 
Assad has crossed the red line. . . . Sorry, did I just say ‘Saddam’?” 
A US drone has just taken a photo of Mullah Omar riding on a 
motorcycle through the streets of Damascus. 

So what do we have as the United States refuses to rule out an 
attack on Syria and keeps five warships loaded with missiles in the 
eastern Mediterranean? 

Only 9 percent of Americans support a US military 
intervention in Syria. 

Only 1 1 % of the British supported a UK military intervention; 
this increased to 25% after the announcement of the 
alleged chemical attack. 

British Prime Minister David Cameron lost a parliamentary 
vote August 29 endorsing military action against Syria 
285-272 

64% of the French people oppose an intervention by the 
French Army. “Before acting we need proof,” said a 
French government spokesperson. 

Former and current high-ranking US military officers question 
the use of military force as a punitive measure and 
suggest that the White House lacks a coherent strategy. 
“If the administration is ambivalent about the wisdom of 
defeating or crippling the Syrian leader, possibly setting 
the stage for Damascus to fall to Islamic fundamentalist 
rebels, they say, the military objective of strikes on 
Assad’s military targets is at best ambiguous.” 

President Obama has no United Nations approval for 

intervention. (In February a massive bombing attack in 
Damascus left 100 dead and 250 wounded; in all 
likelihood the work of Islamic terrorists. The United 
States blocked a Russian resolution condemning the 
attack from moving through the UN Security Council) 

None of NATO’s 28 members has proposed an alliance with 
the United States in an attack against Syria. NATO’s 
Secretary General Anders Fogh Rasmussen said that he 
saw “no NATO role in an international reaction to the 
[Syrian] regime.” 

The Arab League has not publicly endorsed support of US 
military action in Syria; nor have key regional players 
Saudi Arabia and Qatar, concerned about a possible 
public backlash from open support for US intervention. 

We don’t even know for sure that there was a real chemical 
attack. Where does that accusation come from? The 
United States? The al-Qaeda rebels? Or if there was such 
an attack, where is the evidence that the Syrian 
government was the perpetrator? The Assad regime has 
accused the rebels of the act, releasing a video showing a 
cave with alleged chemical-weapon equipment as well as 
claiming to have captured rebels possessing sarin gas. 
Whoever dispensed the poison gas - why, in this age of 
ubiquitous cameras, are there no photos of anyone 


wearing a gas mask? The UN inspection team was 
originally dispatched to Syria to investigate allegations of 
earlier chemical weapons use: two allegations made by 
the rebels and one by the government. 

The United States insists that Syria refused to allow the UN 
investigators access to the site of the attack. However, the 
UN request was made Saturday, August 24; the Syrian 
government agreed the next day. 

In rejecting allegations that Syria deployed poison gas, Russian 
officials have argued that the rebels had a clear 
motivation: to spur a Western-led attack on Syrian forces; 
while Assad had every reason to avoid any action that 
could spur international intervention at a time when his 
forces were winning the war and the rebels are 
increasingly losing world support because of their 
uncivilized and ultra-cruel behavior. 

President George W. Bush misled the world on Iraq’s WMD, 
but Bush’s bogus case for war at least had details that 
could be checked, unlike what the Obama administration 
released August 29 on Syria’s alleged chemical attacks - 
no direct quotes, no photographic evidence, no named 
sources, nothing but “trust us,” points out Robert Parry, 
intrepid Washington journalist. 



So, in light of all of the above, the path for Mr. Obama to take - as 
a rational, humane being - is of course clear. Is it not? N’est-ce 
pas? Nicht wahr? - Bombs Away! 

Pretty discouraging it is. No, I actually find much to be rather 
encouraging. So many people seem to have really learned 
something from the Iraqi pile of lies and horror and from decades 
of other American interventions. Skepticism - good ol’ healthy 
skepticism - amongst the American, British and French people. It 
was stirring to watch the British Parliament in a debate of the kind 
rarely, if ever, seen in the 21st-century US Congress. And 
American military officers asking some of the right questions. The 
Arab League not supporting a US attack, surprising for an 

Continued on Page 1 1 
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“Syria. . continued 

organization not enamored of 
the secular Syrian government. 
And NATO - even NATO! - 
refusing so far to blindly fall in 
line with the White House. 
When did that last happen? I 
thought it was against 
international law. 

Secretary of State John Kerry 
said that if the United States did 
not respond to the use of 
chemical weapons the country 
would become an international 
“laughingstock”. Yes, that’s 
really what America and its 
people have to worry about - 
not that their country is viewed 
as a lawless, mass -murdering 
repeat offender. Other 
American officials have 
expressed concern that a lack of 
a US response might incite 
threats from Iran and North 
Korea. 

Now that is indeed something to 
laugh at. It’s comforting to 
think that the world might be 
finally losing the stars in their 
eyes about US foreign policy 
partly because of countless 
ridiculous remarks such as 
these. 


United States 
bombings, which 
can be just as 
indiscriminate 
and cruel as 
poison gas. (A 
terrorist is 
someone who has 
a bomb but 
doesn’t have an 
air force.) 


The glorious bombing list of 
our glorious country, which our 
glorious schools don’t teach, 
our glorious media don’t 
remember, and our glorious 
leaders glorify. 

Korea and China 1950-53 
(Korean War) 
Guatemala 1954 
Indonesia 1958 
Cuba 1959-1961 


Guatemala 1960 
Congo 1964 
Laos 1964-73 
Vietnam 1961-73 
Cambodia 1969-70 
Guatemala 1967-69 
Grenada 1983 
Lebanon 1983, 

1984 (both 
Lebanese and 
Syrian targets) 
Libya 1986 
El Salvador 1980s 
Nicaragua 1980s 
Iran 1987 
Panama 1989 


IS TERRORISM WITH 
A IllWfl'U liriWET 



State: A Guide to the 
World’s Only Superpower”. 
Excerpted from “The Anti- 
Empire Report #120” by 
William Blum, first 
Published September 3rd, 
2013. For the complete post 
and citations visit: http:// 
williamblum.org/aer/ 
read/ 120 


Abolish all 
Prisons! 



Iraq 1991 (Persian Gulf 
War) 

Kuwait 1991 
Somalia 1993 
Bosnia 1994, 1995 
Sudan 1998 
Afghanistan 1998 
Yugoslavia 1999 
Yemen 2002 


Excerpted from “Contemporary Individualist Anarchism: The 
Broadsides of the Boston Anarchist Drinking Brigade” 

(http://www.libertarian.co.uk/lapubs/polin/polinl84.htm) 

Note: The following piece is 23 years old, but still sadly relevant 
today. For some updated statistics on the US prison situation, see 
Rod Bastanmehr’s <( Prison Shocker” piece on Alternet / http:// 
www.altemet.org/civil-liberties/prison-shocker-us-imprisons-three- 

times-many-black-people-south-africa-during) , as well as the work 
of Michelle Alexander, author of The New Jim Crow. 


Iraq 1991-2003 (US/UK 
on regular no-fly- 
zone basis) 

Iraq 2003-2011 (Second 
Gulf War) 
Afghanistan 2001 to 
present 

Pakistan 2007 to present 
Somalia 2007-8, 201 1 to 
present 

Yemen 2009, 201 1 to 
present 
Libya 2011 
Syria 2013? 

The above list doesn’t include 
the repeated use by the United 
States of depleted uranium, 
cluster bombs, white 
phosphorous, and other 
charming inventions of the 
Pentagon mad scientists; also 
not included: chemical and 
biological weapons abroad, 
chemical and biological 
weapons in the United States 
(sic), and encouraging the use 
of chemical and biological 
weapons by other nations; all 
these lists can be found in 
William Blum’s book “Rogue 


The federal, state and local governments in the US are in the 
business of locking up huge numbers of people. There are over 

48.000 persons in federal prisons, twice the number in 1980, and 

577.000 in state prisons. There are 235 prisoners for every 100,000 
US citizens, with the prison population growing 15 times faster 
than the general population. Authorities all over the country are 
building more prisons and planning to lock up more and more 
people, with a projection of a federal prison population of 147,000 
within 12 years. Despite this, violent crime, especially murders of 
young black and Hispanic men in large cities, is increasing daily, 
with an accompanying increase in police harassment and violence. 
Additionally, large numbers of prisoners(49% in Massachusetts) 
end up back in jail after they serve their time because they return to 
their prior activities. Locking people up does not prevent or deter 
crime, and does not keep those locked up from repeating their 
offenses. 

Punishment, not rehabilitation, is clearly the mission of prisons. In 
prison, besides being deprived of their freedom to move about as 
they please, people are abused and harassed by both guards and 
other prisoners. They are treated as children are usually treated in 
outside society, and then expected to behave like responsible adults 
at the end of their sentences. Prisoners are forced to work for no or 
minimal pay and are often coerced into working in especially 
dangerous, and sometimes fatal work, like fighting fires and 
cleaning up oil spills. Beating, raping, intimidating, enslaving and 
infantilizing people produces not caring, non-violent people, but 
angry, hostile, often violence-prone ones. Besides being ineffective 
in preventing crime, abusing people who commit crimes is unjust. 
When escaped prisoners are found years later living crime -free 
lives under new names, demonstrating that they have reformed, 
they are usually returned to prison to finish their sentences, and 


Continued on Page 15 
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Illegalist 

By Ricardo Flores Magon 

Reprinted from Articles from “Machete” #1 

(http://theanarchistlibrary.org/library/various-authors-articles-from-machete-i) 

The revolutionary is the ultimate illegalist. The person whose actions always conform to the law will be, in the best of circumstances, a well 
-domesticated beast, never a revolutionary. 

Law conserves; revolution regenerates. 

If one wants change, it is thus necessary to start by breaking the law. 

To claim that revolution can be made while respecting the law is an aberration, a contradiction. The law is a yoke and anyone who wants to 
be free has to break it. 

Anyone who deceives the workers with the emancipation of the proletariat through legal means is a swindler, since the law forbids 
snatching wealth from the hands of the masters that robbed us. Their expropriation to the benefit of all is the essential condition for the 
emancipation of humanity. 

The law is a brake and we don’t free ourselves with brakes. 

Every freedom that humanity has conquered has been the work of illegalists who have mastered laws in order to smash them to bits. 

Tyrants die, stabbed, and no article of the legal code could have gotten rid of them. 

Expropriation can only come about by breaking the law, certainly not by submitting to it. 

This is the real reason why if we want to be revolutionaries, we have to be illegalists. It is necessary to get off the beaten paths and open 
new paths to transgression. 

Rebellion and legality are irreconcilable. Leave law and order to conservatives and hucksters. 


Counterfeit Unionism in 
the Empire 
By Rich Gibson 

With respect to nearly anyone who is trying 
to fight back in our current context, I differ 
from what most people think about the 
current state of US unionism. 

Of course, none of that can be split away 
from an analysis of our current 
circumstances, which I believe is an 
international hot war, and economic war, of 
the rich on the poor as well as the rapid 
emergence of fascism as a popular 
movement. 

It does not have to be that way. 

Let us hope that another scenario is possible 
if we take on the hard tasks of the 
immediate future. One of those tasks is to 
determine the role of the unions and the 
relationship of radicals to them. 

Labor bosses at all levels are the nearest and 
most vulnerable of workers' enemies. 

Rather than "move unions to the left," 
better, "demolish the labor quislings, take 
their treasuries, seize their buildings, as we 
build a mass class-conscious movement to 
transcend the system of capital." 


Why does that make better sense? 

Since the Industrial Workers of the World 
were nearly demolished in the Palmer 
Raids of 1919, American unionism has 
been a false flag operation: not what most 
people think of as unionism. 

* Every major labor leader in the US 
adopts the corporate-state view of unity of 
Labor Bosses, Government, and 
Corporations in the national interest. 

These are hardly "labor" unions in the 
strict sense of the word. They are the 
Empire's unions. I assume the connections 
of Labor and US intelligence are known 
and do not need to be explained (if not, 
see Hugh Wilford’s The Mighty Wurlitzer: 
How the CIA Played America , for one 
example — Black Flag Editor). They are 
the unions of what now is, surely, the US 
Corporate State. 

*It follows that the Labor Bosses deceive 
people from the moment they join a union, 
the key lie being that none of labor’s elites 
believe that workers and employers have 
contradictory interests-the very reason 
most people agree to send them money. 
*The remarkable salaries of US Labor 
Bosses (past National Education 
Association president Reg Weaver made 


$696,949 in his last year in office) come 
directly from the fruits of US imperialism 
and war. They know that. They have been 
war hawks for decades, using the unions to 
promote the Empire's desires. They sit on 
the boards of the Social Democrats USA, 
the National Endowment for Democracy, 
The Albert Shanker Institute, The George 
Meany Center, and other fronts for the 
Central Intelligence Agency. Following the 
history of the American Federation of 
Labor, which sought to organize white men 
into craft (skill based) unions, and exclude 
most of the working class, the international 
operations of the AFL-CIO seek to 
demolish indigenous workers’ struggles so, 
in theory, American workers will do better. 
Clearly, this failed. 

*Union tops trade a pacified or disciplined 
work force for money from employers. That 
is the nucleus of “collective bargaining.” 
Employers collect dues (check off) on 
behalf of the union, send it to the union 
heads, while the labor tops promise labor 
peace for the duration of the contract. That 
is precisely the traditional exchange. Labor 
heads use violence to “protect the contract,” 
because employers can sue them if the rank 
and file wildcat- strikes within the contract’s 

Continued on Page 13 
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time period. Henry Ford fought unions for years. When he finally 
came to understand this devil’s deal, he said, “You mean I’m the 
union’s banker? Sign me on!” Today, Ford management organizes 
Ford plants on behalf of the United Autoworkers Union. The 
upshot is, labor leaders (1) condition the work force for passivity, 
(2) urge members to think of the union as a vending machine, (3) 
consider the treasury, and thus mis-leaders’ own jobs and pensions, 
to be more important than the interest of the rank and file members 
-the union becomes a bank. 

*When labor tops cry, “Save Collective Bargaining,” they really 
mean, “Save My Job and Pension!” The last 40 years of labor 
history show they are willing to concede everything the members 
have (wages, hours, working conditions, pensions) to management, 
often under the guise of “Save Our American Industry,” but what 
they really want is to preserve their money. 

*The vast majority of unions are corrupt and hierarchical at the 
core, usually mimicking the structure of the employers. So, those 
seeking to reform those unions are not learning lessons to transcend 
capitalism, but rather they leam every opportunist and corrupt 
maneuver that has kept US "unionism" afloat when it should have 
been put to death years ago. 

* When one gets close to "reforming" a US union, one will face 
serious violence. That will come from not only the union bosses, 
but their allies in the courts, the cops, joint union/Boss firings, 
intelligence, and the mob — one or all. Those unprepared for that 
response should, at the least, be forewarned. 

*The unions accept without question the multiple divisions of labor 
that, in part, lay at the base of the capitalist system. The unions 
divide people far more than unite people. And each union’s 
structure mimics the structure of the management of their 
workplace. 

*The "Labor Movement" is full of police, prison guards, and others 
dedicated to the promulgation of the violence that is the stick 
behind capital's carrots (vanishing fast). 

*Other labor unions are so mobbed up that it is impossible to 
distinguish the labor leaders from the gangsters — an indicator of 
the relationship between those who do crime and the cops who 
often help them organize it. In this case, the relationship has a third 
party, the members, who are thrice robbed: by the cops, by the 
gangsters, and by the fetish that is their union, but is not a union. 
*The last thing the Labor Movement and its aristocrats want is a 
mass of class conscious workers who are willing to fight in 
solidarity to control their work places and communities. That would 
mean the Labor Bosses would have nothing to sell to the Big 
Bosses (labor peace/no strike clauses for check-off). Instead the 
ability to control the work place becomes confused with the ability 
to control the union, which is often a contradiction. There is no way 
to overcome this structural and psychological poisoning of the well. 
*The Labor Movement is not about to teach people Grand Strategy 
(overcome capital), strategy (how to study concrete conditions 
about how capital works in specific places and make broad plans to 
fit the Grand Strategy) and tactics (sit down strikes, mutinies, etc.) 
not only because the Labor Movement bitterly opposes them, but 
also because there is nearly no one left in Labor who even knows 
how to fake it. 

*The "Labor Movement" is not a movement and it is not where 
most people who work are. In fact, the overwhelming majority of 
people who are likely to be early change agents are not in unions: 
soldiers and students. To lure them, or nearly any other 
"unorganized" person, into some bogus kind of US unionism is to 
just add a layer of enemies for them. Why do that? 

*Yes, some people are in unions and those who are serious about 
transforming capitalism need to be in those unions, attacking the 
leadership, the corruption, the hierarchies, the betrayals, the theft of 


treasuries, etc. But they need one toe in and nine out. 

*There are, nearly, no progressive lessons to be learned from the 
Labor Movement, except when the rank and file fights the union — 
with the goal of overturning it entirely. The IWW notion that, "The 
working class and the employing class have nothing in common," 
applies to workers and their union leaders as well. 

* Repeated efforts to reform "Labor" have either been silly like 
Aronowitz-and-others' "Scholars, Artists and Writers for Social 
Justice," etc., or simply failed, if pretty heroically, like Labor 
Notes. 

The emergence of fascism will not mirror its predecessor 
movements in precise ways. However, if that process was to 
deepen, the US union offices would be where people would be 
instructed to pick up their brown- shirts. 

It is well past time to get beyond the genteel idea that Richard 
Trumka, the picture of narcissism, is going to be "moved left," or 
voted out of office, just as it is well beyond the time to grasp what 
capitalist democracy is: capital trumping whatever democracy may 
be at every turn today. 

I am sincerely sorry UAW members have not yet assaulted 
Solidarity (sic) House, thrown the vile leaders of the UAW in the 
Detroit River, grabbed membership lists, needed machinery, and 
whatever of the treasury they can, and either fled or held the 
building as long as possible while reinforcements have a chance to 
arrive to fend off the UAW's goon/staff a la their action at the 
Detroit Mack Avenue plant in 1973. 

I am sorry workers have not stormed podiums, grabbed mikes, 
slugged the labor hacks, and made speeches to their co-workers 
about what a real workers' organization would look like (see Paris 
Commune for starters). 

I am sorry there have not been more wildcats like the Detroit 
Teachers Wildcat Strike (see http://clogic.eserver.org/2-2/ 
gibson.html for more info). 

Harsh, harsh measures to those union hacks who seek to foist 
concessions on the rank and file when 40 years of labor history 
show that concessions do not save jobs. Like feeding blood to 
sharks, concessions only make employers want more. Harsh 
measures. 

I look forward to all of that happening, and more, and I think it 
will. 

The core issue of our times is the rise of color-coded inequality and 
the real promise of perpetual war met by the potential of mass class 
-conscious resistance. 

At issue is connecting reason to power. 

So far, the education agenda is a war agenda (http:// 
www . richgib s on . c om/edagenda_waragenda . html) 

Good luck to us, every one. 

Dr. Rich Gibson is an emeritus professor of history education at 
San Diego State University. You may contact him at: 
<Rgibson@pipeline. com > 
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“Drugs and the Medicinal Chemist. . continued 

two categories — safe or unsafe, good or bad, is futile and could 
even be dangerous. 

First of all, let us consider the so-called 'good' drugs — the 
medicines. How 'good' are they? If a medicine is to be truly 'good' 
it would have to satisfy the following criteria. It would have to do 
what it is meant to do, have no side-effects, be totally safe, and be 
easy to take. 

How many medicines fit these criteria? 

The short answer is 'none'. There is no pharmaceutical compound 
on the market today which can completely satisfy all these 
conditions. Admittedly, some come quite close to the ideal. 
Penicillin, for example, has been one of the most effective 
antibacterial agents ever discovered and has also been one of the 
safest. Yet it too has drawbacks. It has never been able to kill all 
known bacteria and as the years have gone by, more and more 
bacterial strains have become resistant. 

Nor is penicillin totally safe. There are many examples of patients 
who show an allergic reaction to penicillin and are required to take 
alternative antibacterial agents. 

Whilst penicillin is a relatively safe drug, there are some medicines 
which are distinctly dangerous. Morphine is one such example. It is 
an excellent analgesic, yet it suffers from the serious side-effects of 
tolerance, respiratory depression, and addiction. It can even kill if 
taken in excess. 

Barbiturates are also known to be dangerous. At Pearl Harbor, 
American casualties undergoing surgery were given barbiturates as 
general anaesthetics. However, because of a poor understanding 
about how barbiturates are stored in the body, many patients 
received sudden and fatal overdoses. In fact, it is reputed that more 
casualties died at the hands of the anaesthetists at Pearl Harbor 
than died of their wounds. 

To conclude, the 'good' drugs are not as perfect as one might think. 

What about the 'bad' drugs then? Is there anything good that can be 
said about them? Surely there is nothing we can say in defence of 
the highly addictive drug heroin? 

Well, let us look at the facts about heroin. Heroin is one of the best 
painkillers known to man. In fact, it was named heroin at the end 
of the nineteenth century because it was thought to be the 'heroic' 
drug which would banish pain for good. The drug went on the 
market in 1898, but five years later the true nature of heroin's 
addictive properties became evident and the drug was speedily 
withdrawn from general distribution. 

However, heroin is still used in medicine today — under strict 
control of course. 

The drug is called diamorphine and it is the drug of choice when 
treating patients dying of cancer. Not only does diamorphine 
reduce pain to acceptable levels, it also produces a euphoric effect 
which helps to counter the depression faced by patients close to 
death. Can we really condemn a drug which can do that as being all 
bad'? 

By now it should be evident that the division between good drugs 
and bad drugs is a woolly one and is not really relevant to our 
discussion of medicinal chemistry. All drugs have their good points 
and their bad points. Some have more good points than bad and 
vice versa, but like people, they all have their own individual 
characteristics. So how are we to define a drug in general? 


One definition could be to classify drugs as 'compounds which 
interact with a biological system to produce a biological response'. 

This definition covers all the drugs we have discussed so far, but it 
goes further. There are chemicals which we take every day and 
which have a biological effect on us. What are these everyday 
drugs? 

One is contained in all the cups of tea, coffee, and cocoa which we 
consume. All of these beverages contain the stimulant caffeine. 
Whenever you take a cup of coffee, you are a drug user. We could 
go further. Whenever you crave a cup of coffee, you are a drug 
addict. Even kids are not immune. They get their caffeine 'shot' 
from coke or pepsi. Whether you like it or not, caffeine is a drug. 
When you take it, you experiencea change of mood or feeling. 

So too, if you are a worshipper of the 'nicotine stick'. The biological 
effect is different. In this case you crave sedation or a calming 
influence, and it is the nicotine in the cigarette smoke which 
induces that effect. 

There can be little doubt that alcohol is a drug and as such causes 
society more problems than all other drugs put together. One only 
has to study road accident statistics to appreciate that fact. It has 
been stated that if alcohol was discovered today, it would be 
restricted in exactly the same way as cocaine or cannabis. If one 
considers alcohol in a purely scientific way, it is a most 
unsatisfactory drug. As many will testify, it is notoriously difficult 
to judge the correct dose of alcohol required to gain the beneficial 
effect of 'happiness' without drifting into the higher dose levels 
which produce unwanted side-effects. Alcohol is also unpredictable 
in its biological effects. Happiness or depression may result 
depending on the user's state of mind. On a more serious note, 
addiction and tolerance in certain individuals have ruined the lives 
of addicts and relatives alike. 

Even food can be a drug. Junk foods and fizzy drinks have been 
blamed for causing hyperactivity in children. It is believed that junk 
foods have high concentrations of certain amino acids which can be 
converted in the body to neurotransmitters. These are chemicals 
which pass messages between nerves. If an excess of these 
chemical messengers should accumulate, then too many messages 
are being transmitted in the brain, leading to the disruptive 
behaviour observed in susceptible individuals. Allergies due to food 
additives and preservatives are also well recorded. 

Our definition of a drug can also be used to include compounds 
which we might not at first sight consider to be drugs. 

Consider how the following examples fit our definition. 

• Morphine — reacts with the body to bring pain relief. 

• Snake venom — reacts with the body and may cause death! 

• Strychnine — reacts with the body and may cause death! 

• LSD — reacts with the body to produce hallucinations. 

• Coffee — reacts with the body to waken you up. 

• Penicillin — reacts with bacterial cells and kills them. 

• Sugar — reacts with the tongue to produce a sense of taste. 

All of these compounds fit our definition of drugs. It may seem 
strange to include poisons and snake venoms as drugs, but they too 

Continued on Page 15 
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Let's cut ourselves free 
from 


AUTHORITY 



Even for those who have committed violence against other people, prison is clearly not the solution. It 
does not deter murder, rape, battery, etc, and may in fact promote their repetition. The only way to 
prevent violent crime is to enable people to defend themselves against it. One way to accomplish this is 
to eliminate anti-gun laws so that people can defend themselves against others who may attack them. 
Relying on police has been shown to be ineffective in preventing violence against people, and the existence of these police forces has been 
used as a justification for disarming individuals, especially poor and/or black people. Besides this, police themselves are responsible for 
much of the violence against people that occurs. Handgun possession, especially by women, has been shown to be an effective deterrent to 
violent crime. When Orlando, Florida conducted a program where 6000 women learned to use and carried handguns and the program was 
widely publicized, the incidence of rape there dropped 90% at a time when rape was dramatically increasing elsewhere. 


“Abolish all Prisons...” continued 

even have years added on as punishment for escaping. This is nothing but vengefulness on the part of 
cops and courts, not an attempt to protect others from criminals. Whatever offenses people have 
committed, it is inhuman and vicious to turn around and abuse them in turn. There are other, more just 
and less cruel ways to deal with people who are now locked up. 


Most people in prison are there for committing offenses not involving violence, and many of these are 
there for activities that harm no one, or least no one other than themselves, in any way, and should not 
be of any concern to the government or any one else. Many people are in jail for selling, using, or 
transporting illegal drugs, engaging in or soliciting for sex in exchange for money, or having consensual 
sex with people younger than themselves, of the same sex as themselves, or in ways of which the state 
disapproves. These activities are non-coercive and non-violent and should not be the business of anyone 
but the participants. Violence is sometimes associated with some of these activities, but that is because 
the government has illegalized them and driven them underground. Decriminalizing these voluntary 
activities would solve that problem. As for those offenses involving harm to a person, but not violence, 
like robbery, some sort of restitution makes more sense than imprisonment. 


Like most statist institutions, prisons are both ineffective and unjust. The only humane way to deal with the problem of prisons is to 
abolish them, and allow people, as individuals or in groups, according to their own preference, to organize their own self-defense against 
violence and theft. 

First published in March 1990 as BAD Broadside #2. 


“Drugs and the Medicinal Chemist. . .” continued 

react with a biological system and produce a biological response — 
a bit extreme perhaps, but a response all the same. 

The idea of poisons and venoms acting as drugs may not appear so 
strange if we consider penicillin. We have no problem in thinking 
of penicillin as a drug, but if we were to look closely at how 
penicillin works, then it is really a poison. It interacts with bacteria 
(the biological system) and kills them (the biological response). 
Fortunately for us, penicillin has no effect on human cells. 

Even those medicinal drugs which do not act as poisons have the 
potential to become poisons — usually if they are taken in excess. 
We have already seen this with morphine. At low doses it is a 
painkiller. At high doses, it is a poison which kills by suffocation. 
Therefore, it is important that we treat all medicines as potential 
poisons and keep them well protected from children searching the 
house for concealed sweets. 

There is a term used in medicinal chemistry known as the 
therapeutic index which indicates how safe a particular drug is. The 
therapeutic index is a measure of the drug's beneficial effects at a 
low dose versus its harmful effects at a high dose, A high 
therapeutic index means that there is a large safety margin between 
beneficial and toxic doses. The values for cannabis and alcohol are 
1000 and 10 respectively. 

If useful drugs can be poisons at high doses, does the opposite hold 
true? Can a poison be a medicine at low doses? In certain cases, 
this is found to be the case. 

Arsenic is well known as a poison, but arsenic-based compounds 
were used at the beginning of the century as antiprotozoal agents. 


Curare is a deadly poison which was used by the Incas to tip their 
arrows such that a minor arrow wound would be fatal, yet 
compounds based on the tubocurarine structure (the active principle 
of curare) have been used in surgical operations to relax muscles. 
Under proper control and in the correct dosage, a lethal poison may 
well have an important medical role. 

Since our definition covers any chemical which interacts with any 
biological system, we could include all pesticides and herbicides as 
drugs. They interact with bacteria, fungi, and insects, kill them and 
thus protect plants. 

Sugar (or any sweet item for that matter) can be classed as a drug. 

It reacts with a biological system (the taste buds on the tongue) to 
produce a biological response (sense of sweetness). 
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Outdoor School 
By Ariel Climer 

I saw a lizard in detention today 

While I sat on a wooden bench 

Facing the native plants 

While my classmates talked 

Predators 

Survival 

Adaptations 

He 

Was free 

Hawks flew overhead 

but he knew the placement of each rock 
overhang 

He 

Was free 

Cricket banquet under leaves 
He 

Was free 


The F@@ is now accepting donations for our 4th Annual Skid Row Clothing Giveaway, 
scheduled for this upcoming Christmas Day, 25th December, 2013. 

To donate, just place clean clothing in a plastic bag and contact us. We have volunteers that 
are willing and able to pick them up. This is very low-cost project based entirely on 
donations. And, of course, there is no charge for the clothing given to the community. It is 
given away 100% free. It really just takes free clothing and the work of a few volunteers. 
We are requesting both. While clothing is the primary item requested, we also accept 
donations of books, hygiene products, non-perishable foods, toys, and anything else the 
Skid Row population might need. For more info, to donate, or to volunteer, please contact 
the F@@ at faacollective@gmail.com. 


“A Time to Gather Stones Together. . continued 

we are still forced, as workers and “subjects” of the state, into a certain complicity with the 
system and its rhythms. So it is fitting for us too to reflect. 

In the spirit of reflection, the current volume continues discussions begun in earlier issues, 
as with the three pieces here on the fast food workers' struggle. Rich Gibson deepens our 
understanding of this campaign with his unique perspective on the problems with the US 
labor movement. William Blum continues our dialogue on US foreign policy with a timely 
piece on Syria — even though the threat of a US strike has diminished (in large part due to 
popular opposition here and abroad) his comments are still edifying and pertinent. Adam 
Weaver reflects in a timely manner on anarchist organization. We've also included 
segments, excerpts, and reprints that touch on the issues surrounding prisons, drugs, the 
law, police repression, and so on — all topics dealt with in some way or another in previous 
issues. We chose all of these pieces for their relevance, usefulness, and insight, and we 
hope they'll provoke as much healthy reflection in our readers as they did in ourselves. If 
nothing else, we hope that this broad selection of pieces will provide a reminder that there 
are comrades and like-minded allies-in-dissent all around, even if sometimes they seem few 
or hard to find. 


Tails broken a necessary sacrifice 

I studied each move, as still as a fox 

As I was designated to my chair 

A Mexican bom kid 

Weighed down by Darwin 

and theory/facts 

Survival of the fittest 

within a school district 

where nomads don’t fit 

until they’re in detention 

at an outdoor school 

Adapting 

and planning their next move 
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After the massive anti -budget cut actions by students and labor in 2009 and 2010, after the 
tens-of-thousands-strong immigration marches in downtown throughout the last decade, 
after the brief but beautiful model of Solidarity Park, radical Los Angeles seems to have 
settled into a state of stagnation in which multiple threats continue to grow — ever growing 
inequality, surveillance, repression, militarism, despoliation — while we are unable to form 
a mass movement or united front to turn the tide. That's why we sincerely hope that this fall 
will see the radical (and especially anarchist) left seriously reflecting on the past and future 
(and directly planning and acting accordingly). But as you gather your stones this fall, let it 
be in a spirit of gritty determination and guarded optimism, because we know that, as dark 
as times can be, we are on the right side of history. The reign of Capital and the State — just 
like other outmoded institutions such as feudalism, monarchy, theocracy, mercantilism, and 
slavery — is neither permanent nor inevitable. This era of late capitalism represents a mere 
blip in humanity's 250,000-year-(and counting!) -history. Its time is running out. 



Perhaps Colin Ward put it best when he said that anarchism is always a latent potential in 
every society, a primordial pre-existing substrate on top of which capitalism, statism, and 
hierarchy have built their evil empire, a “seed beneath the snow” waiting for a chance to 

1 blossom. Sometimes the snow is thinner, sometimes 

thicker, but it cannot last forever. As this autumn of 
stone gathering turns slowly into winter, it is good 
for us to remember that inevitably there will come a 
spring. 






